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B. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 subdivision (b)? e
Less than Significant Impact.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 subdivision (b)(2) focuses on impacts that result from certain
transportation projects. The proposed project is not a transportation project. As a result, no impacts on this
issue will result. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 subdivision (b)(3) and (b)(4) focuses on the evaluation
of a project's VMT. As previously mentioned in Subsection A, the proposed project will not create a
significant amount of traffic in the surrounding area. As a result, the proposed project will not result in a
conflict or be inconsistent with Section 15064.3 subdivision (b) of the CEQA Guidelines and no impacts will
occur.

C. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? e Less than Significant
Impact.

In addition to analyzing the study intersections, a queue analysis was completed for eastbound project
traffic entering the project driveway on Jurupa Avenue. The analysis indicated that the 95th percentile
queues are expected to be less than 1 vehicle during either peak period, and delays to that movement are
less than 8 seconds in either peak period. Therefore, there are no operational concerns with project traffic
creating impacts to eastbound through traffic on Jurupa Avenue. The analysis documentation is included at
the end of Appendix B of the TIA.

D. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? e No Impact.

The proposed project would not affect emergency access to any adjacent parcels. At no time during
construction will Cedar Avenue or Jurupa Avenue be completely closed to traffic. All construction staging
must occur on-site. As a result, no impacts will occur.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis of potential impacts related to traffic and circulation indicated that no significant adverse
impacts would result from the proposed project’s approval and subsequent implementation. As a result, no
mitigation measures are required.
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18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Potentially gizsrfif-ir:aannt Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Sulggufnaccatmt Impact With Snlgggnf;:etmt Impact
P Mitigation P

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American Tribe, and that is:

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public Resources x
Code section 5020.1(k), or

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1 In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the

lead agency shall consider the significance of the x
resource to a California Native American
Tribe5020.1(k)?

SUBSTANTIATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape
that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object
with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe, and that is:

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1 In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American Tribe?

A Tribal Resource is defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 and includes the following:

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS @

Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following: included or determined to be eligible
for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local register of
historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1.

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this paragraph, the lead
agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.
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e A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of subdivision (a) is a tribal cultural resource to the
extent that the landscape is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape.

e A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined in
subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a “non-unique archaeological resource” as defined in
subdivision (h) of Section 21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms to the criteria
of subdivision (a).

California Assembly Bill 52 (AB52) was approved by Governor Brown on September 25, 2014. AB52
specifies that CEQA projects with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a tribal cultural resource may have a significant effect on the environment. As such, the bill requires lead
agency consultation with California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
geographic area of a proposed project, if the tribe requested to the lead agency, in writing, to be informed
of proposed projects in that geographic area. The legislation further requires that the tribe-requested
consultation be completed prior to determining whether a negative declaration, mitigated negative
declaration, or environmental impact report is required for a project.

On July 8, 2019, the County of San Bernardino mailed project naotification pursuant to AB-52 to the following
tribes: San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians, Morongo Band
of Mission Indians, San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Fort Mojave
Indian Tribe, Colorado River Indian Tribe, and Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation. AB-52
consultation concluded with the San Manuel tribe after receiving recommended mitigation measures on
June 30, 2020, and with the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation on July 21, 2020. The Morongo
Band of Mission Indians, and Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians responded with no further
comment. The Fort Mojave Indian Tribe responded with a comment of no adverse effect to their ancestral
lands. A response letter from the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians,
and Colorado River Indians tribes was not received.

As of March 1, 2005, Senate Bill 18 requires cities and counties to conduct consultations with California
Native American Tribes before the local officials adopt or amend their General Plans. The project in
guestion includes an amendment to the County General Plan to change the land use from residential to
commercial thus requiring compliance with this bill. Pursuant to SB-18 notification emails were sent on July
31, 2020 to ten (10) tribes based on a list provided by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
on July 27, 2020. Those notifications were sent to the:

Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians

Quechan Tribe of Fort Yuma

Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation
Gabrieleno Tongva Tribe

Aqua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

Serrano Nation of Mission Indians

Gabrieleno Tongva Nation

Gabrieleno Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians

No further comment letters were received regarding the SB-18 notification.

Any mitigations requested by the tribe(s) and agreed to by the County are required as project Conditions
of Approval (COASs). The required mitigation measures provided by the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
and Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation are summarized below:
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MITIGATION MEASURES

SAN MANUEL BAND OF MISSION INDIANS

TCR-1: The San Manuel Band of Mission Indians Cultural Resources Department (SMBMI) shall be
contacted of any pre-contact cultural resources discovered during project implementation, and be
provided information regarding the nature of the find, so as to provide Tribal input with regards to
significance and treatment. Should the find be deemed significant, as defined by CEQA (as
amended, 2015), a Cultural Resources Monitoring and Treatment Plan shall be created by the
archaeologist, in coordination with SMBMI, and all subsequent finds shall be subject to this Plan.
This Plan shall allow for a monitor to be present that represents SMBMI for the remainder of the
project, should SMBMI elect to place a monitor on-site.

TCR-2: Any and all archaeological/cultural documents created as a part of the project (isolate records, site
records, survey reports, testing reports, etc.) shall be supplied to the applicant and Lead Agency
for dissemination to SMBMI. The Lead Agency and/or applicant shall, in good faith, consult with
SMBMI throughout the life of the project.

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation

TCR-3: Retain a Native American Monitor/Consultant: Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing
activity at the project site, the project applicant shall retain a Native American Monitor approved by
the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation — the tribe that consulted on this project
pursuant to Assembly Bill A52 - SB18 (the “Tribe” or the “Consulting Tribe”). A copy of the executed
contract shall be submitted to the Lead Agency prior to the issuance of any permit necessary to
commence a ground-disturbing activity. The Tribal monitor will only be present on-site during the
construction phases that involve ground-disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities are
defined by the Tribe as activities that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal,
potholing or auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching,
within the project area. The Tribal Monitor will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide
descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction activities, locations, soil, and any cultural
materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end when all ground-disturbing activities on the
Project Site are completed, or when the Tribal Representatives and Tribal Monitor have indicated
that all upcoming ground-disturbing activities at the Project Site have little to no potential for
impacting Tribal Cultural Resources. Upon discovery of any Tribal Cultural Resources, construction
activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find (not less than the surrounding 50 feet)
until the find can be assessed.

All Tribal Cultural Resources unearthed by project activities shall be evaluated by the Tribal monitor
approved by the Consulting Tribe and a qualified archaeologist if one is present. If the resources
are Native American in origin, the Consulting Tribe will retain it/them in the form and/or manner the
Tribe deems appropriate, for educational, cultural and/or historic purposes. If human remains
and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized at the Project Site, all ground disturbance shall
immediately cease, and the county coroner shall be notified per Public Resources Code Section
5097.98, and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5. Human remains and grave/burial goods shall
be treated alike per California Public Resources Code section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2). Work may
continue in other parts of the Project site while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred
manner of treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include implementation
of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent
laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native American
in origin (non-TCR) shall be curated at a public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the
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TCR-4:

TCR-5:

TCR-6:

TCR-T:
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materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if
such an institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological
material, it shall be offered to a local school or historical society in the area for educational
purposes.

Native American human remains are defined in PRC 5097.98 (d)(1) as an inhumation or cremation,
and in any state of decomposition or skeletal completeness. Funerary objects, called associated
grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treated according to this statute. Health and Safety
Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries of human skeletal material shall be immediately reported
to the County Coroner and excavation halted until the coroner has determined the nature of the
remains. If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has
reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone
within 24 hours, the NAHC and PRC 5097.98 shall be followed.

Upon discovery of human remains, the tribal and/or archaeological monitor/consultant/consultant
will immediately divert work at minimum of 100 feet and place an exclusion zone around the
discovery location. The monitor/consultant(s) will then notify the Tribe, the qualified lead
archaeologist, and the construction manager who will call the coroner. Work will continue to be
diverted while the coroner determines whether the remains are human and subsequently Native
American. The discovery is to be kept confidential and secure to prevent any further disturbance.
If the finds are determined to be Native American, the coroner will notify the NAHC as mandated
by state law who will then appoint a Most Likely Descendent (MLD).

If the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation is designated MLD, the Koo-nas-gna Burial
Policy shall be implemented. To the Tribe, the term “human remains” encompasses more than
human bones. In ancient as well as historic times, Tribal Traditions included, but were not limited
to, the preparation of the soil for burial, the burial of funerary objects with the deceased, and the
ceremonial burning of human remains. The prepared soil and cremation soils are to be treated in
the same manner as bone fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects
that, as part of the death rite or ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been placed
with individual human remains either at the time of death or later; other items made exclusively for
burial purposes or to contain human remains can also be considered as associated funerary
objects.

Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing activities, the landowner shall arrange a designated
site location within the footprint of the project for the respectful reburial of the human remains and/or
ceremonial objects. In the case where discovered human remains cannot be fully documented and
recovered on the same day, the remains will be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate that can
be moved by heavy equipment placed over the excavation opening to protect the remains. If this
type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard should be posted outside of working hours. The
Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project and keeping the remains in situ and
protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be determined that burials will be removed. The
Tribe will work closely with the qualified archaeologist to ensure that the excavation is treated
carefully, ethically and respectfully. If data recovery is approved by the Tribe, documentation shall
be taken which includes at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches. Additional types of
documentation shall be approved by the Tribe for data recovery purposes. Cremations will either
be removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure completely recovery of all material. If the
discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the location is considered a cemetery
and a separate treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report of all activities is to
be submitted to the Tribe and the NAHC. The Tribe does NOT authorize any scientific study or the
utilization of any invasive and/or destructive diagnostics on human remains.

Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects will be stored using opaque
cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects and objects of cultural patrimony
will be removed to a secure container on site if possible. These items should be retained and
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reburied within six months of recovery. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be on the project site
but at a location agreed upon between the Tribe and the landowner at a site to be protected in
perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural materials recovered.

TCR-8: Professional Standards: Native American and Archaeological monitoring during construction
projects will be consistent with current professional standards. All feasible care to avoid any
unnecessary disturbance, physical modification, or separation of TCR’s shall be taken. The Native
American monitor must be approved by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation.
Principal personnel for Archaeology must meet the Secretary of Interior standards for archaeology
and have a minimum of 10 years of experience as a principal investigator working with Native
American archaeological sites in southern California.
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19 UTILITIES

Environmental Issue Areas Examined

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than

Significant
Impact With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A. Would the project require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or x
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of
which could cause significant environmental effects?

B. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development x
during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

C. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it x
has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

D. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or
local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, x
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

E. Would the project negatively impact the provision of solid
waste services or impair the attainment of solid waste reduction X
goals?

F. Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local
management and reduction statutes and regulations related to x
solid waste?

SUBSTANTIATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A. Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects? e Less
than Significant Impact.

The San Bernardino County Planning Department is considering an application for the development of a
new commercial center located at 11279 Cedar Avenue, near the intersection of Cedar and Jurupa Avenue
in Bloomington within the southwestern portion of San Bernardino County. The proposed project site has
a General Plan and Zoning designation for Residential land uses. The proposed commercial development
would include a canopied gasoline sales area, a convenience store, an automated car wash, a drive-thru
restaurant, and a small storage building located within a 2.31-acre (100,447 square-foot) parcel. The total
building footprint for the proposed development is 12,428 square feet.

The project site is presently vacant and undeveloped. There are no existing water or wastewater treatment
plants, electric power plants, telecommunications facilities, natural gas facilities, or stormwater drainage
infrastructure located on-site. Therefore, the project’s implementation will not require the relocation of any
of the aforementioned facilities. In addition, the increase in demand for waste disposal, water, and
wastewater treatment services can be adequately handled and no expansion of these services is required.
The project’s implementation will not require the relocation of any utilities. In addition, the increase in
demand for waste disposal, water, and wastewater treatment services can be adequately handled and no
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expansion of these services is required. As a result, no impacts will result.

B. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? e Less than Significant
Impact.

Water for the proposed project would be provided by the West Valley Water District (WVWD). The WVWD
provides domestic water service to customers throughout southwestern San Bernardino County and a small
portion of northern Riverside County. The service area is generally bounded by U.S. Forest Service land to
the north and Riverside County to the south, with the cities of San Bernardino and Colton serving as the
eastern boundaries and the City of Fontana as the western boundary. The District Sphere of Influence
encompass 18,076 acres with service to over 80,000 residents. A 24-inch line is located in Jurupa Road
and a 12-inch line is located in Jurupa Road. As indicated in Table 7, the proposed project is projected to
consume approximately 2,281 gallons of water on a daily basis. Approximately 50% of the water consumed
by the carwash will be recycled. This number was derived by assuming 15 gallons of water per vehicle.
This consumption rate assumes reclamation and recycling.

Table 7
Water Consumption (gals/day)
Use Unit Factor Generation
Convenience Store 5,000 sgq. ft. 0.10 gals/day/sq. ft 500 gals/day
Fast Food Restaurant 2,550 sq. ft. 0.11 gals/day/sq. ft 281 gals/day

) 15 gals/vehicle (this figure
Carwash 100 vehicles/day represents half of the water 1,500 gals/day
consumed per vehicle)

Total 2,281 gals/day

Source: California Home Building Foundation

Similar to most of the Bloomington area, the proposed project would use a septic system to handle
wastewater. Because the site is currently undeveloped, the project would result in an increase in the amount
of wastewater compared to existing condition. The on-site septic system would be designed, constructed,
and maintained to be consistent with County and State Water Resources Control Board standards and
requirements. As a result, the impacts would be less than significant.

C. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to
the provider’s existing commitments? e Less than Significant Impact.

Similar to most of the Bloomington area, the proposed project will use a septic system to handle wastewater.
Because the site is currently undeveloped, the project would result in an increase in the amount of
wastewater compared to existing condition. According to Table 8, the proposed project is expected to
generate approximately 1,354 gallons of sewage per day, which is well within the daily average totals for
the San Bernardino Water Reclamation Plant.
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Table 8
Wastewater (Effluent) Generation (gals/day)
Use Unit Factor Generation
Convenience Store 5,000 sq. ft. 0.08 gals/day/sq. ft 400 gals/day
Fast Food Restaurant 2,550 sq. ft. 0.08 gals/day/sq. ft 204 gals/day

) 7.5 gals/vehicle (this figure
Carwash 100 vehicles/day represents half of the water 750 gals/day
consumed per vehicle)

Total 1,354 gals/day

Source: Black & Veatch. Wastewater Collection System Master Plan. Report dated October 18, 2013

The future on-site septic system would be designed, constructed, and maintained to be consistent with
County and State Water Resources Control Board standards and requirements. As a result, the impacts
would be less than significant.

D. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? e Less than
Significant Impact.

The solid waste collection and disposal services in the community of Bloomington are provided by Burrtec
Waste Industries.*? Burrtec Waste Industries disposes waste at the West Valley Materials Recovery Facility
in the City of Fontana.*! This facility is permitted to receive up to 7,500 tons of solid waste on a daily basis.*2
The proposed project is anticipated to generate approximately 317 pounds per day of solid waste (refer to
Table 9 shown below). This amount will be accommodated by the aforementioned transfer station. As a
result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.

Table 9
Solid Waste Generation (Ibs/day)
Use Unit Factor Generation
Convenience Store 5,000 sq. ft. 42 |bs/day/1,000 sq. ft 210 Ibs/day
Fast Food Restaurant 2,550 sq. ft. 42 Ibs/day/1,000 sq. ft 107 Ibs/day
Total 317 Ibs/day

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.

E. Would the project negatively impact the provision of solid waste services or impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals? e No Impact.

40 City of San Bernardino. Integrated Solid Waste Management Division. https://www.ci.san-
bernardino.ca.us/cityhall/publicworks/integrated_waste_management_division/

41 Phone call with a representative of Burrtec Waste Industries. The phone call took place June 20, 2018.

42 CalRecycle. Facility/Site Summary Details- West Valley Materials Recovery Facility.
http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/36-AA-0341/. Website accessed November 25, 2020.
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The proposed project, like all other development in San Bernardino County and the Community of
Bloomington, will be required to adhere to County ordinances with respect to waste reduction and recycling.
The proposed businesses will be required to implement all applicable requirements that govern solid waste
disposal and recycling. As a result, no impacts related to State and local statutes governing solid waste are
anticipated.

F. Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? e No Impact.

The proposed project, like all other development in San Bernardino County and the Community of
Bloomington, will be required to comply with all pertinent Federal, State and local management and
reduction statutes with respect to waste reduction and recycling. As a result, no impacts related to State
and local statutes governing solid waste are anticipated.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis of utilities impacts indicated that no significant adverse impacts would result from the proposed
project’s approval and subsequent implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.
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3.20 WILDFIRE
Potentially ;iesrfif-ir:aarc[ Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant 9 ; Significant
Impact With Impact
Impact A Impact
Mitigation

A. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the x
project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan?

B. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the
project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, x
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread
of a wildfire?

C. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the
project require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water X
sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

D. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified
as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project expose
people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or x
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire
slope instability, or drainage changes?

SUBSTANTIATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A. Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,
would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan? e No Impact.

According to the Cal FIRE Fire Hazard Severity Zone Database, the project site is not located within a
severe fire hazard zone. Furthermore, the proposed project would not involve the closure or alteration of
any existing evacuation routes that would be important in the event of a wildfire. As a result, no impacts
will occur.

B. Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones
would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread
of a wildfire? e No Impact.

The proposed project may be exposed to particulate emissions generated by wildland fires in the
surrounding region. However, the potential impacts would not be exclusive to the project site since criteria
pollutant emissions from wildland fires may affect the entire Community as well as the surrounding cities
and unincorporated county areas. As a result, no impacts will occur.
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C. Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,
would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? e No Impact.

The project site is not located in an area that is classified as a high fire risk severity, and therefore will not
require the installation of specialized infrastructure such as fire roads, fuel breaks, or emergency water
sources. As a result, no impacts will occur.

D. Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,
would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? e No Impact.

There is no risk from wildfire within the project site or the surrounding area given the project site’s distance
from any area that may be subject to a wildfire event. Therefore, the project will not result in any impacts
related to flooding or landslides facilitated by runoff flowing down barren and charred slopes given the
area’s level topography and developed character and no impacts will occur.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis of wildfires impacts indicated that less than significant impacts would result from the proposed
project's approval and subsequent implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Potentially giesrfif-ir::r?t Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Imgact With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

A. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal x
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

B. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when x
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects
of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

C. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or x
indirectly?

The following findings can be made regarding the Mandatory Findings of Significance set forth in Section 15065
of the CEQA Guidelines based on the results of this environmental assessment:

A. The proposed project will not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,

B.

C.

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory. As indicated in Section .1 through 20, the proposed project will not result
in any significant unmitigable environmental impacts.

The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. The
proposed project is relatively small and the attendant environmental impacts will not lead to a cumulatively
significant impact on any of the issues analyzed herein. Compliance with mitigation measures as outlined in
sections 1-Aesthetics (AES), 4-Biological Resources (BIO), 5-Cultural Resources (CR), 13-Noise (NOI), 15-
Public Services (PS), and 18-Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) will reduce any impacts to a less than
significant level.

The proposed project will not have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly. As indicated in Section 3.1 through 3.20, the proposed project will
not result in any significant unmitigable environmental impacts.
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